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Tawni and I are very, very lucky to 

have those two sons and the type of 
young men and citizens that they have 
become. 

I would also be remiss if I didn’t men-
tion our ‘‘third son’’ whom we didn’t 
adopt, Oscar, who is an exchange stu-
dent, who came and lived with us 
throughout his high school years, 
going to school with our boys. He went 
to Madison UW. He is working at Epic 
now and applying to med school. He is 
from Luoyang, China. He is just a great 
kid. He is home for the holidays with 
us and does family vacations with us 
and goes backpacking with us. That 
has been a lot of fun, too. 

It has been quite the ride. Obviously, 
many, many people made this happen. 
I feel very blessed and very fortunate 
having the opportunity to be able to 
represent such a neat, beautiful area 
with some great people and families 
back home in Wisconsin. 

We are looking forward to the next 
chapter. We don’t know what that is 
yet. No final decisions have been made. 
But Tawni and I are going to be look-
ing for new ways of being able to con-
tribute to the community and being 
able to support our democracy. 

As I leave here today, just a note of 
caution. The type of polarization that 
we are experiencing right now in this 
country, the hyperpartisanship, is not 
healthy. The key to the survival of any 
democracy is the ability to com-
promise. It is the give and take. It is 
being able to reach out across the aisle 
to a good friend, like DAVE 
SCHWEIKERT, who is on the Committee 
on Ways and Means with us and find 
some issues that we can work on to-
gether and try to advance. That is the 
only way this place is going to survive. 
It is the only way our country and de-
mocracy are going to be able to sur-
vive. 

b 1600 

Unfortunately, in recent years, peo-
ple getting involved in politics are 
looking at the other side not as reason-
able people that you can disagree with 
and have heated debates about the best 
course of action for the future of our 
country, but the enemy that needs to 
be destroyed. 

These campaigns are getting uglier, 
and they are getting nastier, and the 
division is growing, which is leading to 
events like we had here on Capitol Hill 
on January 6. This can’t continue. 

One of my prouder achievements that 
I tell people back home is, I have been 
consistently ranked as one of the most 
bipartisan Members of Congress 
through the surveys that are taken, 
the bills I introduce, the legislation we 
advance, who I am working with across 
the aisle. I wear that as a badge of 
honor, not as something to be ashamed 
of or run away from. 

Too many of my colleagues now fear 
that if they are seen working with a 
Democrat or working with a Repub-
lican, someone on the other side, that 
would be the kiss of death for them in 

their primary back home. That is not 
the way this place is set up to function. 

We have got to figure out a way to 
fight through this bad era of American 
politics and remind ourselves that, ul-
timately, at the end of the day, we are 
all Americans with a commonality 
that can’t separate us. We cannot be 
enemies. 

We need to find a way forward of 
healing the division and the partisan-
ship that has poisoned our politics and 
the alternate realities that are being 
created today through many different 
mediums because if you don’t have 
that basic commonality of what the 
facts and what the truth are, there is 
no way you are going to be able to 
reach agreement on some of the tough 
issues facing our country. I mean, the 
separation, the gulf will be too great. 

I didn’t mean to lecture my col-
leagues here or future Representatives 
to this place, but it is an issue that we 
have to stay focused on. 

Madam Speaker, I appreciate the rec-
ognition, the honor of being able to ad-
dress this Chamber for one of my last 
times and to thank, ultimately, the 
people in the Third Congressional Dis-
trict for the trust and the responsi-
bility that they placed in me these past 
26 years. 

Madam Speaker, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time. 

f 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE 

A message from the Senate by Ms. 
Byrd, one of its clerks, announced that 
the Senate has passed with amend-
ments in which the concurrence of the 
House is requested, a bill of the House 
of the following title: 

H.R. 2617. An act to amend section 1115 of 
title 31, United States Code, to amend the 
description of how performance goals are 
achieved, and for other purposes. 

The message also announced that the 
Senate has passed a bill of the fol-
lowing title in which the concurrence 
of the House is requested: 

S. 4834. An act to reauthorize the National 
Internet Crimes Against Children Task 
Force Program. 

The message also announced that the 
Senate has agreed to a join resolution 
of the following title in which the con-
currence of the House is requested: 

S.J. Res. 63 Joint Resolution relating to a 
national emergency declared by the Presi-
dent on March 13, 2020. 

f 

THE MATH ALWAYS WINS 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 4, 2021, the Chair recognizes the 
gentleman from Arizona (Mr. 
Sckweikert) for 30 minutes. 

Mr. SCHWEIKERT. Madam Speaker, 
RON is one of the good guys. For those 
of us who are blessed to be on the Ways 
and Means Committee, many times it 
is one of those committees where you 
have to do adult stuff that affects not 
only this country but the world. Hav-
ing people that you can talk to and 

work it through with is important. RON 
is going to be missed. I thank him for 
being one of the good guys. 

Madam Speaker, this is going to be 
sort of a two-parter. I am going to 
come back in 2 weeks and provide solu-
tions, but right now I need to define 
the problem. 

As you know, right now around the 
Capitol complex, we have dozens and 
dozens of brand-new Members and hun-
dreds of potentially new staffers. They 
are all trying to find their office and 
which way is up and where the bath-
rooms are; I mean, all the things we go 
through when we are brand-new around 
here. 

My fear is no one is telling these 
Members that are new—and even talk-
ing to the Members who have been here 
a while—the truth. The truth is the 
math, and the math always wins. 

We are in real trouble. What scares 
me is with some of the things going on 
in the economy right now, with where 
interest rates look like they are going, 
with inflation now becoming struc-
tural, it is potentially just devastating 
to the individuals out there, our broth-
ers and sisters in the country, just the 
affordability, being able to afford a 
house, food, but you have got to under-
stand what it also means to the sta-
bility of this country. 

Let’s actually walk through it. Some 
of this is big-boy math, it is going to be 
complex, but there are a couple punch 
lines in here I want to be remembered. 

I am not going to take you back to 
1965, but let’s do last year. This is last 
year’s budget cycle. Understand, over 
71 percent of all of our spending is on 
autopilot. The fact of the matter is 
this is what we call mandatory. Only 13 
percent was defense, 16 percent was dis-
cretionary, what we functionally de-
bate here which we really fight over. 

But this mandatory here, you see red, 
your government functionally is an in-
surance company with an army. This is 
health, Medicare, Social Security, 
other benefits, pensions for military, 
for government workers, those sorts of 
things. This is mandatory. And it is on 
autopilot. 

I don’t think there is a Member here 
who has ever ultimately voted on this 
red portion. It is a formula. You turn 
65, you get certain benefits. You serve 
in the military a certain amount of 
time, you get certain benefits. It is 
autopilot. 

Defense, well, that we debate, we 
work through, but the fact of the mat-
ter is defense sort of stays within a cer-
tain mean of the GDP. 

And then domestic. The crazy thing, 
domestic, actually, as a percentage of 
GDP, at the end of a decade will be 
flat. 

So where is all this debt coming 
from? Where is all this growth coming 
from? 

I am going to give you an answer, 
and it is going to make people really 
unhappy. You need to understand, 
when we talk about just last year’s 
borrowing, does anyone out there un-
derstand how big it was? 
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Okay. So we borrowed, functionally, 

$1.375 trillion. 
How much is that? 
It is $114 billion a month. 
It is $26 billion a week. 
It is $3.7 billion a day. 
It is $159 million an hour. 
It is $2.6 million a minute. 
We are told with big numbers, how do 

you get it so it is understandable? If I 
came to you right now and said to you, 
how much last year did your govern-
ment borrow every second? Anyone in 
this body able to answer that? It turns 
out it was $43,600 a second. We bor-
rowed $43,600 every second last year. 

Does anyone see a problem? Or is it 
one of those things that as long as we 
are handing out goodies and sub-
sidizing the folks who will vote for us 
or contribute to us, the world is good? 

Where is all this debt coming from? 
Brian Riedl, Manhattan Institute, basi-
cally just put out a series of slides 
where they take the Congressional 
Budget Office, the OMB office from the 
administration, and sort of look at it 
and say, what is driving the debt? 

Today we hold $31 trillion of total 
debt. That is borrowing from trust 
funds and everything, but that is the 
total debt. 

But from today for the next 30 years, 
based on a previous interest rate cal-
culation—so we haven’t even plugged 
in the new higher interest rates that 
we are borrowing money on—anyone 
want to guess what the borrowing is 
from today to the future, how much 
money? We are going to borrow, func-
tionally, $114 trillion. There is a $114 
trillion shortfall. 

Now, the interesting thing—remem-
ber on that previous slide, I was say-
ing, here is mandatory, here is discre-
tionary. Well, it turns out the discre-
tionary military we calculate today to 
actually have about a $1.9 trillion sur-
plus over the next 30 years. 

So where is $114 trillion of borrowing 
coming from? This is really uncomfort-
able. I will tell you, I believe the 
Democrats did something actually 
really crappy during the election, but 
it is a knife fight. I accept the knives 
come out, it is all about winning. 

But when you had campaigns out 
there—‘‘They are going to cut your 
Medicare’’—you can’t even have an 
honest conversation here what is going 
on. 

The shortfall in Medicare, when you 
add in the interest cost, is $80 trillion. 
The shortfall in Social Security is $35.8 
trillion. The entire borrowing over the 
next 30 years is Social Security and 
Medicare. 

We got old. The fact of the matter is 
this place didn’t pay any attention. 
There was this thing called baby 
boomers. 

You get the clown show around here 
that says, well, we will do Medicare for 
All. That is a financing bill. It had 
nothing to do with what we pay. 
ObamaCare, that is a financing bill; 
who gets subsidized, who has to pay. 
The Republican alternative was ulti-

mately a financing bill. You need a rev-
olution in what we pay, not who pays 
it. 

But that is actually more uncomfort-
able here than actually having a debate 
over raising taxes or doing entitlement 
reform, an actual discussion of should 
we legalize technology, should we le-
galize the things that actually create 
disruptions in providing our brothers 
and sisters the healthcare that we as a 
society made a deal? We are going to 
keep our promise on Social Security 
and Medicare. Well, I think we are. 

I mean, the fact of the matter is, 
what is it now? In a decade, because of 
the new COLA increase, we just short-
ened the lifespan of the Social Security 
trust fund by, what?, almost a year. So 
you have a little bit over a decade, and 
our brothers and sisters who live on 
Social Security are heading toward a 25 
percent cut. 

What is this place going to do? 
Medicare is just unsustainable. The 

stunning amount to finance our broth-
ers and sisters, our promise for those 
who turn 65 and get Medicare, to fi-
nance it, basically consumes every dol-
lar of this government. 

It is math. It is the reality. 
How many of you during this last 

campaign had an honest debate, honest 
conversation, anyone who was even 
willing to talk about this? Really dan-
gerous because the other side will run 
nasty ads about you to scare people, 
yet by not dealing with it, you are sen-
tencing our seniors to misery because 
at some point this hits the wall. 

So what is going on? Why am I even 
more dour right now than I was several 
months ago? 

It is inflation, it is the cost of every-
thing. It is the affordability in our so-
ciety. But you are crushing people. We 
are going to walk through a little bit 
of that. But you have got to under-
stand—I am sorry, I am going to geek 
out on interest rates for a moment, but 
then I am going to try to show what it 
actually means to everyone in this 
country. What we are doing to you and 
so many of our brothers and sisters out 
there, you don’t understand how—oh, I 
am sorry, it is a sort of high-level, 
technical, economic term—how 
screwed you are. 

Let’s sort of walk through this. We 
were building budgets a year ago on an 
assumption that U.S. sovereign debt 
when you did the 2-year, the 5-year, the 
10-year, the 20-year, the 30-year, the 
blended interest rate, the weighted 
daily average, it was all these fun cal-
culations. Actually really interesting 
stuff. 

We were originally about 1.78 we 
thought would be our mean interest 
rate. Then last—what was it, was this 
March or May?—March we recalculated 
because of this thing called inflation. 
Oh, we are going to be up to 2.10. Then 
the reality of it is that we ended up at 
a recalculation of, hey, the U.S. mean 
now is heading toward 2.85. That is on 
the 10-year. 

We have some economists around us 
who are starting to say, it is going 

higher; it is going higher. I am going to 
show you a couple things here of what 
happens to us as a country if the way 
the Federal Reserve has to stop infla-
tion is raising, raising, raising interest 
rates, breaking the labor market be-
cause you understand within there, 
even though there is this delay effect, 
that also means what you and I have to 
pay the interest back on all the bor-
rowing, and the biggest part of the bor-
rowing cycle has not even hit us yet 
because we are just now starting to ab-
sorb and get ready for the huge spike 
in costs because of our demographics. 

Remember, baby boomers, the final 
tail end of the baby boomers is moving 
into their retirement benefits, and as 
they get slightly older and a little bit 
older, a little bit older, the Medicare 
costs start to really go up, and we 
haven’t even hit that financing cycle. 
It is coming. What happens if we have 
to finance that at the higher interest 
rates? 

You start looking at some of this. 
Three months T-bill back in March was 
0.2. That was our Biden administration 
estimate for the 3-year. The actual 3- 
year right now is 1.75. 

Let’s see, what is the difference be-
tween a 0.2 and a 1.75? Can anyone say 
‘‘a whole lot’’? 

This may not mean much to you, but 
this is money your taxes are going to 
be paying back. 

b 1615 

Here is the punch line. I am going to 
make it really simple. What if this in-
flationary cycle stuck with us? What if 
instead of that, what was it, 1.78 or 
even the 2.3 percent interest rate on 
U.S. sovereign debt, what if it were 2 
points higher, just 2 percent higher? 

Fifteen years ago, that is where we 
were at. Remember, we actually had a 
reprieve, a completely fake economic 
reprieve for a decade with artificially 
low interest rates. We were borrowing, 
and the Federal Reserve kept interest 
rates lower, particularly since 2008. 
Now, we are about to pay the cost of it. 

What would happen if we paid that 2 
percent higher? Functionally—and my 
math is a little bit less—the end of 30 
years, 100 percent of all tax receipts, of 
all taxes, all tariffs, all everything that 
comes into the government, 100 percent 
goes just to pay interest. 

You have to understand how sen-
sitive we are as a government, as a so-
ciety, as a country, how fragile we 
have made ourselves because we struc-
turally are going to borrow another $1 
trillion to $1.3 trillion—there is one es-
timate of $1.4 trillion—this year. We 
are never paying off anything. 

It gets worse and worse because of 
our demographics as we get older, un-
less we crash the price of healthcare. 
Two weeks from now, we are going to 
talk about things we can do to accom-
plish that. 

Are you prepared to live in a country 
that if our mean interest rate goes up 
2 percent and stays there, all tax re-
ceipts go just to cover our interest? 
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There is no more government. There is 
no more military. There are no more 
benefits. There is no more Social Secu-
rity. There is no more Medicare. 

That is why it is so crucial around 
here to have an honest conversation 
where people put batteries in their cal-
culators. Instead, this place is living on 
theater. Oh, modern monetary policy— 
we can spend all the money we want, 
and look, nothing happens. Oh, got it. 
Didn’t work. 

I can show you right now the largest 
tax increase in modern history has 
happened in the last year. If you live in 
my Phoenix-Scottsdale area and are a 
working person, you are a hardworking 
taxpayer, and you have not had a pay 
hike, do you realize you have lost 6 
weeks, maybe more, of your labor? We 
are still at 12.1 percent inflation in my 
community. You have lost 6 weeks of 
your labor. 

If I had walked in and told you that 
I was going to take a month and a half 
of your salary, that that is going to be 
my new tax hike, you would have lost 
your mind. But if we do it through this 
thing called inflation, where we strip 
the affordability of your groceries and 
your gasoline and everything else in 
your life, did you notice it? Well, you 
know there is a problem. You know life 
has gotten much harder. You know 
sometimes you get to the checkout 
stand and are taking things back be-
cause the price just doesn’t work on 
your budget. 

The perverse thing, you are going to 
see a chart here, my next one, where 
actually there is going to be this little 
drop in sort of the debt-to-GDP and 
those things. That is because that in-
flation actually has been a tax. We low-
ered the value of your income. We low-
ered the value of your savings. At the 
same time, we lowered the value of all 
this debt because we are going to pay it 
back with what we call inflated dollars, 
which is wonderful up until the next 
year or 2 when we have to refinance the 
debt and refinance the new spending at 
the higher interest rates. Then that lit-
tle benefit of taxing you through infla-
tion goes away, and we are off to the 
races, and it becomes hell. 

Remember, this has brought down 
other countries for hundreds of years, 
and it is right in front of us. No one 
seems to come behind these micro-
phones—they talk about it, educate 
about it, and for the last couple years 
I have come here behind these micro-
phones and tried to show solutions, and 
then it drives the lobbyists out of their 
minds. 

Let’s take a look at this. Let’s see if 
I can make this work. These are defi-
cits during the Biden administration 
fiscal year 2023 budget baseline versus 
a 1 percent rise in interest. Do we all 
agree that we have had at least a 1 per-
cent rise in interest rates? Yes. Do you 
see this one little bit of a fall right 
there? This orange is what happens 
when you tack on the additional inter-
est. That little fall is, functionally, the 
fact that we devalued your dollar. That 

is our little benefit from taxing you in 
a way you didn’t know. 

But then, boom. Functionally, the 
budget cycle we are about to work on 
is the 2024 budget cycle. You are basi-
cally going to have a budget deficit of 
$1.4 trillion, and then, boom, it is $1.5 
trillion. You get out a couple more 
years, you are heading toward $1.75 
trillion. In less than a decade, you are 
well over $2 trillion a year in just bor-
rowing. This chart explodes if we go be-
yond that 1 percent rise in interest 
rates. 

Structurally, even if I say we are 
going to go back to living in that world 
of that fantasy artificially low interest 
rate, we are still heading toward $2 
trillion a year borrowing. It just takes 
10 years. This is insane. 

Right in here, interest will be just 
the basic borrowing. All of defense, a 
whole bunch of discretionary, and 
other things will all live on borrowed 
money. 

Most people have no idea what the 
concept of debt-to-GDP is. It is the 
concept of: Here is the size of my econ-
omy, and, yes, we are borrowing all 
this money, but look how big my econ-
omy is, and that economy’s ability to 
finance—just like your income finances 
your credit cards. As long as your in-
come keeps going up faster than the 
debt on your credit cards, you can live. 
You are going to be okay. What hap-
pens when your economy isn’t growing, 
when your income isn’t growing as fast 
as you are borrowing on those credit 
cards? At a certain point, it comes to 
an end. 

We are heading toward a time where 
if we add—this is our baseline. If we 
start adding a little bit of higher inter-
est rates because we have to finance 
the debt, we have to sell our bonds, the 
bond markets are expecting higher in-
terest rates because of inflation—you 
start seeing the chart where you are 
hitting a world where at the end—now, 
I know these are 30-year projections, 
but remember, we are selling 30-year 
bonds. The baseline number is 185 per-
cent of debt-to-GDP. That means the 
debt will be 85 percent bigger than the 
entire economy. If we had 3 percent 
higher interest rates, the debt is, func-
tionally, 245 percent bigger than the 
entire economy. 

Do you think we ever get anywhere— 
because this is what we are doing to 
ourselves. This is already baked in the 
cake if these interest rates go up. But 
this down here, the base CBO assump-
tion—remember, we are already over 
100 percent. Right now, our borrowing 
is already substantially bigger than 
the entire size of our economy. 

It is why growth is moral but is also 
necessary. If we don’t start growing 
this economy and we are continuing 
just the borrowing—remember, what 
was the primary driver of our bor-
rowing? Medicare and Social Security. 
We got old. It is demographics. Getting 
old is not Republican or Democrat; it is 
just who we are. That is driving most 
of our borrowing. We are not adopting 

policies that maximize growth at every 
opportunity. 

We are destroying the future. I need 
my brothers and sisters on the left to 
at least embrace some basic truths. 

The very end of 2017, we did tax re-
form. Some people go, oh, it was tax 
cuts, except the rich actually pay a 
higher percentage of Federal income 
taxes today than they did under the old 
tax system. But, 2022, tax receipts, the 
highest in U.S. history by far, and this 
is under the new tax system. If you are 
going to demagogue us for doing tax re-
form, trying to bring businesses back 
to the United States and get them to 
domicile and manufacture and do 
things here in this country, you can at 
least pull out a chart and show me 
where the revenues disappeared be-
cause they didn’t. They are right here. 

We brought in $4.8 trillion in tax re-
ceipts last year, and we are still bor-
rowing $1.3 trillion. The spending has 
just exploded around here, and now we 
hit our structural deficits because of 
our demographics. It gets uglier and 
uglier, and we have made ourselves in-
credibly fragile. 

God forbid we ever have a failed bond 
auction or an undersubscribed one, and 
interest rates start to spike. Do you 
understand what happens to the entire 
world, let alone your savings? 

We don’t need to do this to ourselves. 
There are solutions, but this body is in-
capable of having that debate. 

Dear God, please, with a Republican 
majority, no matter how thin it is, 
maybe we will actually try to do some-
thing honest and adult with the cal-
culators. 

You keep looking at the charts, and 
there are charts out there. It is not 
revenues. There is this whole line of 
thought out there that has been 
worked on by the left and the right 
that we raise taxes, somehow we stay 
within a certain mean of the size of the 
economy. When we have lowered taxes, 
somehow the revenues come back up. 
Taxes always seem to come in just 
right about here. If this is 20 percent of 
GDP, you raise the taxes, the economy 
seems to shrink, the growth shrinks, 
we fall back to the mean. You lower 
taxes, the economy grows, the revenues 
come back. You have decades and dec-
ades of data. You look at the charts, 
and it is pretty darn clear. We are 
going to take in 19.1 to 20 percent. 
Sometimes we fall down to 18 percent 
of the economy in revenues, in re-
ceipts, in taxes. 

The art here is to design a tax code, 
design a regulatory code, adopt em-
bracing of technology and other things 
that maximize growth. The ultimate 
solution is grow, grow, grow, and then 
adopt disruptive technologies that 
lower prices, so affordability. 

Imagine if you had a society once 
again that was growing, your wages 
were going up, but inflation wasn’t; 
where your healthcare costs were actu-
ally going down; where your savings, 
your investments, your planning for re-
tirement, your ability to help your 
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kids go to college got better. We can do 
that. We did that in 2017, 2018, 2019, 
even the first quarter of 2020 before the 
pandemic. There is a model to do it. 

All that progress, all that closing in-
come inequality, making the poor less 
poor, the hardworking, tax-paying mid-
dle class, making them more pros-
perous, it is all gone. The Democrats 
succeeded, in 18 months, in crushing 
the people of this country by really 
crappy policy—great virtue signaling, 
just incredibly good virtue signaling, 
really crappy policy. 

Once again, I need my brothers and 
sisters on the left to buy a calculator 
and understand if you came in and said 
I am going to take every dime, you 
make small businesses, rich people, 
high-income earners, if I take every 
dime—if you make $500,000, the next 
dollar we just take everything. You 
have heard this, oh, rich people aren’t 
paying enough, take every dime. You, 
functionally, don’t get anywhere. 

This is assuming that they continue 
to work as hard, that they make the 
same amount of money so they don’t 
change their behavior at all. It is a 
math experiment, and you get about 5.1 
percent of GDP in taxes. 

The problem is our borrowing is al-
ready about to hit 6 percent, and in a 
couple more decades, we are over 12 
percent. It is a fantasy. 

Look, the Republicans have their sin, 
too. We will often say, well, waste and 
fraud, foreign aid, that is just almost a 
rounding error. Remember a little 
while ago, $40,000-plus a second in bor-
rowing? 

b 1630 
The scale of the problems ahead of us 

is terrifying, and it is no longer getting 
postponed to the future. 

I have gotten in front of audiences, 
and, A, they will boo when you try to 
explain to them the truth of the math. 
They say, Well, I was told this 10 years 
ago. 

Yes, but we had 10 years of artifi-
cially low interest rates that allowed 
Congress to engage in really crappy 
policies. 

What is that saying, ‘‘the chickens 
are coming home to roost’’? I am not 
particularly good at colloquialisms. 
But it is time. It is here. 

Will this new Congress with a divided 
government step up, tell the public the 
truth, tell our new freshman class the 
truth, and actually take on a really 
tough decision? 

Madam Speaker, do you want a soci-
ety and a country that is prosperous, 
innovative, and disruptive but we are 
growing so fast and so healthy that you 
can imagine a world where healthcare 
prices aren’t going up twice as fast as 
inflation, where your wages go up fast-
er than inflation, and where afford-
ability when you go to the grocery 
store or your gasoline station doesn’t 
take your breath away? 

We can do that. At least I think we 
can do it. 

I just want to know: Are we going to 
have partners on the other side to do 
what is honorable? 

Because growth is moral. 
Are we going to do the right thing for 

our society, for our brothers and sisters 
out there, or are we going to continue 
with virtue signaling? 

Because virtue signaling may be bril-
liant politics, but it is really crappy ec-
onomics. 

Madam Speaker, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time. 

f 

ADJOURNMENT 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to section 1 of House Resolution 
1230, the House stands adjourned until 
10 a.m. tomorrow for morning-hour de-
bate and noon for legislative business. 

Thereupon (at 4 o’clock and 31 min-
utes p.m.), under its previous order, the 
House adjourned until tomorrow, 
Thursday, November 17, 2022, at 10 
o’clock a.m. for morning-hour debate. 

f 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, 
ETC. 

Under clause 2 of rule XIV, executive 
communications were taken from the 
Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 

EC–5898. A letter from the Associate Direc-
tor, Regulatory Management Division, Envi-
ronmental Protection Agency, transmitting 
the Agency’s final rule — Pesticides; Addi-
tion of Chitosan (Including Chitosan Salts) 
to the List of Active Ingredients Permitted 
in Exempted Minimum Risk Pesticide Prod-
ucts [EPA-HQ-OPP-2019-0701; FRL-7542-05- 
OCSPP] (RIN: 2070-AK56) received November 
3, 2022, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Pub-
lic Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

EC–5899. A letter from the Associate Direc-
tor, Regulatory Management Division, Envi-
ronmental Protection Agency, transmitting 
the Agency’s final rule — National Emis-
sions Standards for Hazardous Air Pollut-
ants; Paint Stripping and Miscellaneous Sur-
face Coating Operations at Area Sources 
Technology Review [EPA-HQ-OAR-2021-0016; 
FRL-8339-02-OAR] (RIN: 2060-AV34) received 
November 3, 2022, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110 
Stat. 868); to the Committee on Energy and 
Commerce. 

EC–5900. A letter from the Associate Direc-
tor, Regulatory Management Division, Envi-
ronmental Protection Agency, transmitting 
the Agency’s final rule — Delegation of New 
Source Performance Standards and National 
Emission Standards for Hazardous Air Pol-
lutants for the States of Arizona and Cali-
fornia [EPA-R09-OAR-2021-0962; FRL-9400-04- 
R9] received November 3, 2022, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 
251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee on En-
ergy and Commerce. 

EC–5901. A letter from the Associate Direc-
tor, Regulatory Management Division, Envi-
ronmental Protection Agency, transmitting 
the Agency’s final rule — Nitric Acid; Ex-
emption from the Requirement of a Toler-
ance [EPA-HQ-OAR-2022-0363; FRL-10247-01- 
OCSPP] received November 3, 2022, pursuant 
to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, 
Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee on 
Energy and Commerce. 

EC–5902. A letter from the Associate Direc-
tor, Regulatory Management Division, Envi-
ronmental Protection Agency, transmitting 
the Agency’s final rule — Acetic Acid, 2- 
Ethylhexyl Ester; Exemption from the Re-
quirement of a Tolerance [EPA-HQ-OPP- 

2017-0084; FRL-10295-01-OCSPP] received No-
vember 3, 2022, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110 
Stat. 868); to the Committee on Energy and 
Commerce. 

EC–5903. A letter from the Associate Direc-
tor, Regulatory Management Division, Envi-
ronmental Protection Agency, transmitting 
the Agency’s final rule — 1,3- 
Benzenedicarboxylic acid, 5-sulfo-, sodium 
salt (1:1), polymer with 1,3- 
benzenedicarboxylic acid, 1,4- 
cyclohexanedimethanol and 2,2’— 
oxybis[ethanol]; Tolerance Exemption [EPA- 
HQ-OPP-2022-0505; FRL-10301-01-OCSPP] re-
ceived November 3, 2022, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110 
Stat. 868); to the Committee on Energy and 
Commerce. 

EC–5904. A letter from the Associate Direc-
tor, Regulatory Management Division, Envi-
ronmental Protection Agency, transmitting 
the Agency’s final rule — Air Plan Approval; 
Maryland; Clean Data Determination and 
Approval of Select Attainment Plan Ele-
ments for the Anne Arundel County and Bal-
timore County, MD Sulfur Dioxide Non-
attainment Area [EPA-R03-OAR-2020-0325; 
FRL-10364-02-R3] received November 3, 2022, 
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 
104-121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Com-
mittee on Energy and Commerce. 

EC–5905. A letter from the General Coun-
sel, Federal Energy Regulatory Commission, 
transmitting the Commission’s policy state-
ment — Standard Applied to Complaints 
Against Oil Pipeline Index Rate Changes 
[Docket No.: AD20-10-000] received November 
3, 2022, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Pub-
lic Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the 
Committee on Energy and Commerce. 

EC–5906. A letter from the Office Director, 
Office of Congressional Affairs, Nuclear Reg-
ulatory Commission, transmitting the Com-
mission’s final rule — American Society of 
Mechanical Engineers 2019-2020 Code Edi-
tions [NRC-2018-0290] (RIN: 3150-AK22) re-
ceived October 31, 2022, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110 
Stat. 868); to the Committee on Energy and 
Commerce. 

EC–5907. A letter from the Assistant Gen-
eral Counsel for Legislation, Office of Energy 
Efficiency and Renewable Energy, Depart-
ment of Energy, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s final rule — Energy Conservation 
Program: Energy Conservation Standards for 
Direct Expansion-Dedicated Outdoor Air 
Systems [EERE-2017-BT-STD-0017] (RIN: 
1904-AD-92) received November 7, 2022, pursu-
ant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104- 
121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee 
on Energy and Commerce. 

EC–5908. A letter from the Director, Office 
of Congressional Affairs, Office of Nuclear 
Regulatory Research, Nuclear Regulatory 
Commission, transmitting the Commission’s 
Issuance of Regulatory Guide — Dedication 
of Commercial- Grade Digital Instrumenta-
tion and Control Items for Use in Nuclear 
Power Plants, Regulatory Guide RG 1.250, 
Revision 0 received November 3, 2022, pursu-
ant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104- 
121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee 
on Energy and Commerce. 

EC–5909. A letter from the Director, Office 
of Congressional Affairs, Research, Nuclear 
Regulatory Commission, transmitting the 
Commission’s Issuance of Regulatory Guide 
— Acceptability of ASME Code, Section XI, 
Division 2, ‘‘Requirements for Reliability 
and Integrity Management (RIM) Programs 
for Nuclear Power Plants’’, for Non-Light 
Water Reactors, Regulatory Guide 1.246, Re-
vision 0 received October 31, 2022, pursuant 
to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, 
Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee on 
Energy and Commerce. 
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